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We introduce a variational method for calculating dispersion relations of translation invariant
(1+1)-dimensional quantum field theories. The method is based on continuous matrix product
states and can be implemented efficiently. We study the Lieb-Liniger model as a benchmark where,
despite criticality, excellent agreement with the exact solution is found, including, clear solitonic
effects in Lieb’s Type II excitation. In addition, a non-integrable model is studied where a U(1)-
symmetry breaking term is added to the Lieb-Liniger Hamiltonian. For this model we find evidence
of a non-trivial bound-state excitation in the dispersion relation.

The last decades have witnessed an explosion in the ex-
perimental realization of strongly correlated one-dimensional
quantum systems [1]. Often a discretised description in terms
of a lattice Hamiltonian is possible, which can then be stud-
ied using White’s density matrix renormalization group [2].
The underlying variational ansatz, the set of matrix product
states (MPS) [3–7], explains both the success of this method
and has been used to develop generalizations beyond the set-
ting of ground states, e.g. to the study of time evolution [8, 9],
dissipative dynamics [10, 11] and dispersion relations [12, 13].

The use of elongated optical or magnetic atom traps have
opened the possibility of creating one-dimensional quantum
gasses in the lab [14–19]. It is natural to study these systems
directly using quantum fields, without resorting to a lattice
discretisation. A continuum limit of matrix product states,
known as continuous matrix product states (cMPS) [20–22],
was recently developed and has demonstrated to be an effi-
cient description of the ground-state properties of the Lieb-
Liniger (LL) model [23] which describes a one-dimensional
interacting Bose gas.

Apart from ground-state properties, there has also been
experimental interest in localized excitations in these systems
[24–27]. While Lieb determined the spectrum of excitations
for the LL model [28], a systematic method for studying ex-
citations of non-integrable quantum fields is still lacking. In
this Letter we fill the gap by extending the recently introduced
ansatz for excitations of translation invariant spin chains in
the thermodynamic limit [13] to the setting of cMPS. This
yields a new variational ansatz for elementary excitations of
translation invariant quantum fields and allows us to simulate
dispersion relations. The corresponding variational states are
faithful eigenstates and have therefore in principle an infinite
lifetime, out of which we can of course construct localized
wavepackets by taking linear combinations. In particular, we
are able to reproduce the spectrum of the LL Hamiltonian and
also study the effect of adding non-integrable perturbations.

A cMPS for a translation invariant infinite system with
open boundary conditions is defined as [20]

|Ψ(Q,R)〉 = v†L

(

Pe
∫∞
−∞

dx [Q⊗1+R⊗ψ̂†(x)]
)

vR|Ω〉 ,

where Q,R ∈ C
D×D, vL and vR are D-dimensional bound-

ary vectors acting on an ancillary system, |Ω〉 is the Fock
vacuum and P the path-ordering operator. For bosonic sys-
tems the field operators satisfy the commutation relation
[ψ̂(x), ψ̂†(y)] = δ(x−y). For a generic normalizable cMPS, all

eigenvalues of the transfer matrix T = Q⊗1+1⊗ Q̄+R⊗ R̄
have non-positive real part and there is a non-degenerate zero
eigenvalue. The corresponding left and right zero eigenvec-
tors, 〈l|T = 0, T |r〉 = 0 may be reshaped to give posi-
tive, hermitian matrices l and r which have full rank and
are normalized so that 〈l|r〉 = Tr(lr) = 1. Since the bound-
ary vectors have no variational importance they are chosen
so that the state has norm 1, i.e. 〈Ψ(Q,R)|Ψ(Q,R)〉 =

(v†L ⊗ v
⊤
L )|r〉〈l| (vR ⊗ vR) = (v†LrvL)(v

†
RlvR) = 1.

Suppose we have found the ground state (or its best approx-
imation) of a system as a cMPS parametrized by the matrices
(Q,R). An ansatz for a particle-like eigenstate or excitation
is obtained by locally replacing the matrices Q and R by V
and W — which has the effect of perturbing the ground state
in a spatial region of the size of the correlation length — and
then building a state with definite momentum via a plane
wave superposition:

|Φp(V,W )〉 :=

∫ ∞

−∞

dx eipxv†LÛ1(−∞, x)

×
(

V ⊗ 1+W ⊗ ψ̂†(x)
)

Û2(x,∞)vR|Ω〉 ,

where Ûa(x, y) = P exp(
∫ y

x
dz (Qa ⊗ 1 + Ra ⊗ ψ̂†(z))) for

a = 1, 2. The crucial feature here is a single localized distur-
bance described by the matrices V,W ∈ C

D×D, characteriz-
ing it as a single-particle ansatz. The states |Φp(V,W )〉 are
momentum eigenstates and obey a δ-orthogonality. Note that
they depend linearly on the variational parameters V and W ,
so they span a linear subspace of Hilbert space. Asymptoti-
cally the states |Φp(V,W )〉 look like |Ψ(Q1, R1)〉 at x = −∞
and |Ψ(Q2, R2)〉 at x = +∞, which are supposed to be equally
good but potentially different ground states (in the case of
symmetry breaking). Our ansatz thus includes the possibility
of capturing topologically non-trivial excitations, henceforth
referred to as topological excitations for the sake of brevity.
For |Ψ(Q1, R1)〉 = |Ψ(Q2, R2)〉, the ansatz describes (topolog-
ically) trivial excitations and can be interpreted as a state in
the momentum sector p of the tangent space obtained by an
infinitesimal position dependent variation of |Ψ(Q,R)〉 [22].

To compute excitations we apply the Rayleigh-Ritz

method, which minimizes the energy functional of a Hamilto-
nian Ĥ within a given linear variational subspace and results
in a generalized eigenvalue problem for an effective Hamilto-
nian. In our case the generalized eigenvalue equation is given
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by

Hp

[

V
W

]

= ENp

[

V
W

]

,

with [ VW ] being the 2D2-dimensional vector corresponding to
V and W , E is the energy, Hp the effective Hamiltonian and
Np the effective norm matrix. BothHp andNp are 2D

2×2D2-
dimensional matrices defined by

〈Φp(V ,W )|Ĥ − E0|Φp′ (V,W )〉 = 2πδ(p− p′)
[

V †W †
]

Hp

[

V
W

]

〈Φp(V ,W )|Φp′(V,W )〉 = 2πδ(p− p′)
[

V †W †
]

Np

[

V
W

]

,

where E0 is the ground state energy obtained with the ground
state approximation |Ψ(Q,R)〉.

Note that Hp and Np have zero eigenvalues correspond-
ing to a redundancy in the representation of the states
|Φp(V,W )〉, which can be traced back to the gauge invariance
of the states |Ψ(Q,R)〉 under the transformation Q← g−1Qg
and R ← g−1Rg [22]. One finds that for all X ∈ C

D×D,
|Φp([X,Q] + ipX, [X,R])〉 = 0. Hence, |Φp(V

′,W ′)〉 =
|Φp(V,W )〉 if V ′ = V +[X,Q]+ipX andW ′ =W+[X,R]. If,
for p = 0, one also restricts to states orthogonal to the ground
state by imposing 〈l|

(

V ⊗ 1+W ⊗ R̄
)

|r〉 = 0, there are D2

gauge degrees of freedom for every momentum p. These can
be fixed by constraining V and W to satisfy

〈l|
(

V ⊗ 1+W ⊗ R̄
)

= 0 , (1)

with 〈l| the left eigenvector of T11, the transfer matrix corre-
sponding to |Ψ(Q1, R1)〉. We can parameterize V and W in

terms of a single matrix Y ∈ C
D×D as W = l−1/2Y r−1/2 and

V = −l−1R†
1lW , where r corresponds to the right eigenvector

of T22, the transfer matrix of |Ψ(Q2, R2)〉. It can be shown
that for this parameterization the effective norm matrix Np is
the identity [22] and the Rayleigh-Ritz method is transformed
into an ordinary eigenvalue problem.

Evaluating the effective Hamiltonian Hp is more involved

and requires the specification of a Hamiltonian Ĥ . We show
the explicit result for the repulsive LL Hamiltonian [23]

ĤLL =

∫ ∞

−∞

dx

{

dψ̂†

dx

dψ̂

dx
+ cψ̂†ψ̂†ψ̂ψ̂ + vψ̂†ψ̂

}

where c > 0 is the interaction strength, v < 0 the potential
and where we have omitted the argument (x) of the field op-
erators for the sake of brevity. The Hamiltonian is gapless
and only depends on a single parameter γ = c/ρ with ρ the
ground state density. To find the ground state of the system
we apply the time dependent variational principle (TDVP) [9]
to cMPS, yielding an optimal Q and R. To calculate the ex-
pectation value of ĤLL with respect to the excitation ansatz
|Φp(V,W )〉 it is useful to note that

ψ̂(x)|Φp(V,W )〉 = v†L

[

∫ x

−∞

dy eipyÛ1(−∞, y)(V ⊗ 1+W ⊗ ψ̂†)

× Û2(y, x)R2Û2(x,∞) +

∫ ∞

x

dy eipyÛ1(−∞, x)R1Û1(x, y)

× (V ⊗ 1+W ⊗ ψ̂†)Û2(y,∞)

+ eipxÛ1(−∞, x)WÛ2(x,∞)
]

vR|Ω〉.

This result can then be used to compute ψ̂(y)ψ̂(x)|Φp(V,W )〉

and dψ̂
dx

(x)|Φp(V,W )〉. The expectation values of all three

operators in ĤLL can be found by calculating the norm of
these three states integrated over x and result in the following
expression, where the constraint in Eq. 1 is assumed to hold:

〈Φp(V ,W )|ĤLL −E0|Φp′(V,W )〉 = 2πδ(p′ − p) ×

〈l|

[

(

[Q1, R1]⊗ [Q̄1, R̄1] + cR2
1 ⊗ R̄

2
1 + vR1 ⊗ R̄1

)

(−T )P

×
{

(

V ⊗ 1+W ⊗ R̄1

)

(T21 + ip)P
(

1⊗ V +R2 ⊗W
)

+
(

1⊗ V +R1 ⊗W
)

(T12 − ip)P
(

V ⊗ 1+W ⊗ R̄2

)

+W ⊗W
}

+W ⊗W (−T )P
(

[Q2, R2]⊗ [Q̄2, R̄2] + cR2
2 ⊗ R̄

2
2 + vR2 ⊗ R̄2

)

+
{

[Q1, R1]⊗
[(

Q̄1W −WQ̄2

)

+
(

V R̄2 − R̄1V
)]

− ip [Q1, R1]⊗W + cR2
1 ⊗

(

WR̄2 + R̄1W
)

+ vR1 ⊗W
}

× (T12 − ip)P
(

V ⊗ 1+W ⊗ R̄2

)

+
{

[(Q1W −WQ2) + (V R2 −R1V )]⊗
[

Q̄1, R̄1

]

+ ipW ⊗
[

Q̄1, R̄1

]

+ c (WR2 +R1W )⊗ R̄2
1 + vW ⊗ R̄1

}

. × (T21 + ip)P
(

1⊗ V +R2 ⊗W
)

+ vW ⊗W + c (WR2 +R1W )⊗
(

WR̄2 + R̄1W
)

+ ipW ⊗
[(

Q̄1W −WQ̄2

)

+
(

V R̄2 − R̄1V
)]

− ip [(Q1W −WQ2) + (V R2 −R1V )]⊗W

+ p2W ⊗W

+ [(Q1W −WQ2) + (V R2 −R1V )]⊗
(

Q̄1W −WQ̄2

)

+ [(Q1W −WQ2) + (V R2 −R1V )]⊗
(

V R̄2 − R̄1V
)

]

|r〉.

This expression involves a generalized transfer operator Tab =
Qa ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ Qb + Ra ⊗ Rb for a, b = 1, 2. Additionally, we
have introduced the notation T P to denote the pseudo-inverse
of T [29]. Inserting the parameterization of V and W in terms
of Y defines a Hermitian D2 ×D2 matrix, the eigenvalues of
which produce variational estimates for the excitation ener-
gies of the LL Hamiltonian. The lowest eigenvalues can then
be obtained with a computational time scaling as O(D3) using
a sparse eigensolver exploiting the tensor product structure of
the expression above.

We now discuss the results obtained for the LL model.
Although the exact ground state does not break the U(1)-
symmetry of the model, the cMPS approximation for the
ground state does break this symmetry, just like the mean
field solution (which corresponds to a cMPS with D = 1)
obtained from the Gross-Pitaevskii equation. This follows
from the fact that it is often energetically beneficial to break
the symmetry in the presence of a constraint on the to-
tal amount of entanglement. Hence, the order parameter
〈Ψ(Q̄, R̄)|ψ̂|Ψ(Q,R)〉 6= 0 (and in fact slowly converges to
0 for increasing D). For any θ ∈ [0, 2π), |Ψ(Q, eiθR)〉 is again
a valid ground state so that we can also consider topological
excitations interpolating between two different ground states
characterized by a different order parameter.

Fig. 1 shows the eigenvalues of the effective Hamiltonian
Hp as a function of the momentum p for three different val-
ues of γ obtained using the trivial ansatz (Q1 = Q2 and
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FIG. 1. Dispersion relation for the Lieb-Liniger model with D =
64 for γ ≈ 0.1, 1.35, 60.16 (up-down). Bulk excitations (dots) are
trivial excitations. Blue diamonds (Type I) and red stars (Type II)
are obtained by combining momenta and energy of two topological
excitations (hole and particle) of Fig. 2.

R1 = R2). All trivial eigenvalues are contained in a gap-
less continuum. The elementary excitations in the LL model
are the hole and the particle excitations which are studied in
the Bethe ansatz by using anti-periodic boundary conditions
[30]. Fig. 2 shows that these excitations are perfectly cap-
tured by using the ansatz for topological excitations with the
choice Q1 = Q2 = Q, R1 = −R2 = R. The dispersion relation
is now centered around 0 and the hole branch (red stars) is
obtained as the lowest excitation energy between −π and π.
The particle branch (blue diamonds) shows the eigenvalues of
the eigenvectors that have the largest overlap with the state
∫∞

−∞
dx eipxψ̂†(x)eiπ

∫
x

−∞ dz ψ̂†(z)ψ̂(z)|Ψ(Q,R)〉.

Lieb determined the spectrum with fixed particle number
in first quantization [28] and isolated two types of excitations,
which he labeled Type I and Type II excitations. Either can
be used to construct the full spectrum of excitations with
equal particle number. In our second quantized approach, we
can understand the Type I excitations by combining the mo-
mentum and energy of one hole at momentum −πρ plus one
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FIG. 2. Elementary topological excitation branches for γ = 60.16
at D = 64 with θ = π. Blue diamonds are particle excitations and
red stars hole excitations. (a) Dispersion relation of Lieb’s Type
I excitation obtained by combining energies from the topological
ansatz (blue diamonds) and from the exact Bethe ansatz solution
(black line). (b) Dispersion relation of Lieb’s Type II excitation
obtained from the topological ansatz (red stars) and from the exact
Bethe ansatz solution (black line). The lowest eigenvalues of the
trivial ansatz (green squares) are shown for comparison.

particle with momentum p ≥ πρ [blue diamonds in Fig. 1 and
2(a)]. The Type II excitations at momentum p are obtained
by combining energy and momentum of one particle with mo-
mentum πρ plus one hole with momentum −πρ ≤ p ≤ πρ [red
stars in Fig. 1 and 2(b)]. Using this construction, we can re-
produce the Bethe ansatz result for the dispersion relation of
Lieb’s Type I and II excitations perfectly (5 digits of preci-
sion), as indicated in Fig. 2(a) and 2(b). Due to this compos-
ite structure, much less accurate energies would have resulted
from using the trivial ansatz directly, as is also indicated in
Fig. 2(b). Since the repulsive Lieb-Liniger model does not
have any bound states [30], all trivial excitations have a simi-
lar structure consisting of an even sum of topological hole and
particle excitations.

Without knowing the exact result, this information could
be inferred from looking at the convergence of the variational
energies as a function of increasing bond dimension. There are
two competing effects within our variational strategy. Firstly,
by modifying Q and R locally, we assume that the excita-
tion is confined in a spatial region, the width of which is set
by the bond dimension. This is the variational approxima-
tion and it produces a positive variational error. Secondly,
we subtract from the Hamiltonian a variational estimate of
the ground state energy which is too large. This second effect
results in a negative error and is dominant for truly elemen-
tary excitations for which the assumed locality is valid and
the first error is negligible. If an excited state cannot be
approximated locally, e.g. an excitation that is composed of
several unbound elementary excitations, then the first effect
will likely be dominant as the ansatz confines these different
excitations in a finite spatial region. Indeed, for increasing
D, the particle and hole energies obtained from Fig. 2 are
increasing (for γ & 3) because a smaller variational estimate
for the ground state energy is subtracted. In contrast, the
energies of trivial excitations in Fig. 1 decrease for increasing
bond dimension, in line with our expectations.

In many ways, the topological hole excitation can be in-
terpreted as a soliton. This observation was first discussed
in Refs. 31 and 32 and recently received renewed attention in
Ref. 33 and 34 following the experimental realization [26]. In
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FIG. 3. The change in particle number expectation value for the
hole state at momentum p = 0 as a function of γ, as predicted by
the Bethe solution [34] and with the cMPS excitation ansatz.

the Tonks-Girardeau limit (large γ) [35], the hole excitation
maps exactly to the fermion-like hole excitation and produces
a change in particle number of −1. For very small γ, the hole
excitation is related to the classical dark soliton of the non-
linear Schrödinger equation [36] and produces a large change
in particle number [34]. The relative change in particle num-
ber can easily be calculated using our ansatz. It is illustrated
in Fig 3 at momentum p = 0, and the results perfectly coin-
cide with the recent exact calculations [34].

Next, we study a non-integrable model obtained by adding
a pairing term to ĤLL that breaks the U(1) symmetry down
to a residual Z2 symmetry

Ĥ ′ = ĤLL +

∫ ∞

−∞

dx
(

uψ̂†ψ̂† + uψ̂ψ̂
)

.

As long as v < 0 the cMPS ground state approximation
|Ψ(Q,R)〉 spontaneously breaks the Z2 symmetry for any
nonzero pairing strength u ∈ C0, and a second ground
state |Ψ(Q,−R)〉 is obtained. This also opens up a gap
in the spectrum. The magnitude of the order parameter
〈Ψ(Q,R)|ψ̂(x)|Ψ(Q,R)〉 is determined by the competing ef-
fects of the pairing term and the interaction term. As an ex-
ample we consider an intermediate parameter range where we
have found strong evidence that the lowest lying excitation in
the trivial spectrum is a bound state. In the top plot of Fig. 4,
the lowest lying trivial excitations of Ĥ ′ for γ ≈ 26.4, v = −1
and u = 1 with D = 22 are shown with red circles. Due to
the symmetry breaking, we can again construct topological
excitations (right insert of Fig. 4). The lowest lying eigen-
values constitute an isolated branch that can be interpreted
as the kink excitation that interpolates between the two de-
generate ground states. The blue dots in the trivial spectrum
of Fig. 4 are obtained by considering all possible pairs of two
such topological excitations by adding their momentum and
energy. Around momentum zero, the lowest lying trivial ex-
citation produced by our topologically trivial ansatz lies well
below the two-kink continuum starting at twice the kink mass.

It is tempting to interpret this excitation as a bound state of
two kinks, and this claim is further supported by considering
the convergence behavior of (twice) the kink mass and the
two lowest trivial excitation energies as a function of the bond
dimensionD in the bottom plot of Fig. 4. The kink is the truly
elementary excitation; it has a negative error that vanishes
quickly for increasing bond dimension. As in the LL case,
unbound multi-particle states are not expected to converge
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FIG. 4. Top: Dispersion relation of Ĥ′ for γ ≈ 26.4, v = −1
and u = 1 . Blue dots are the pairwise sum of all topological
excitations. Red circles are trivial excitations and the right insert
shows the topological spectrum. Bottom: Convergence of the two
lowest trivial eigenvalues and the lowest two-kink excitation energy
as a function of D−1 at p = 0.

quickly, because the different constituents are confined within
a spatial region, the size of which is determined by the bond
dimension [37]. For the energy of a two-particle state, we thus
expect a positive finite size error. The energy of a bound state
should also exhibit a large positive error as long as the spatial
support of the excitation ansatz is below the binding length,
but should then stagnate when it exceeds the binding length
by increasing D. Fig. 4 confirms that the lowest lying energy
of the trivial ansatz converges to a value well below twice the
kink mass in a way that is characteristic for a bound state.

In conclusion, we have introduced a variational ansatz for
the study of elementary excitations for one-dimensional quan-
tum field theories, based on the concept of continuous matrix
product states. The ansatz produces very accurate results
even for a critical model such as the interacting Bose gas.
The local aspect of the ansatz made the solitonic feature of
the lowest lying hole eigenstates of the Lieb-Liniger model
very explicit, and the particle number expectation value in
those solitons could be reproduced to great accuracy. We
also applied the methods to a gapped non-integrable variant
of LL, and obtained strong evidence for the existence of a
bound state.
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K. Sengstock, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 120406 (2008).

[27] A. Weller, J. P. Ronzheimer, C. Gross, J. Esteve, M. K.
Oberthaler, D. J. Frantzeskakis, G. Theocharis, and
P. G. Kevrekidis, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 130401 (2008).

[28] E. H. Lieb, Phys. Rev. 130, 1616 (1963).
[29] Strictly speaking, the superscript P denotes the restric-

tion of the inverse to the span of the eigenspaces of eigen-
values with non-zero real part. Only when acting on T is
this a true pseudo-inverse.

[30] V. Korepin, N. Bogoliubov, and A. Izergin, Quan-

tum Inverse Scattering Method and Correlation Func-

tions (Cambridge University Press, 1997).
[31] P. P. Kulish, S. V. Manakov, and L. D. Faddeev,

Theoretical and Mathematical Physics 28, 615 (1976).
[32] M. Ishikawa and H. Takayama, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 49

(1980).
[33] J. Sato, R. Kanamoto, E. Kaminishi,

and T. Deguchi, ArXiv e-prints (2012),
arXiv:1204.3960 [cond-mat.quant-gas].

[34] G. E. Astrakharchik and L. P. Pitaevskii, ArXiv e-prints
(2012), arXiv:1210.8337 [cond-mat.quant-gas].

[35] M. Girardeau, Journal of Mathematical Physics 1, 516 (1960).
[36] T. Tsuzuki, Journal of Low Temperature Physics 4, 441 (1971).
[37] In fact, Fig. 4 strongly suggests that the convergence rate

is D−1.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2863
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02099178
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.75.3537
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14789940801912366
http://stacks.iop.org/1751-8121/42/i=50/a=504004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.040502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.070601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.207204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.207205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.035130
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.85.100408
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.130402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.250402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1100700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.190406
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.130403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.265302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.190405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.260401
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.3935
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.130.1605
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.5198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys962
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.0544
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.120406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.130401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.130.1616
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01028912
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.3960
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.8337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1703687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00628744

